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On 3 January 1892 I received by fiesta* Is the enclosed office action from 
Canada. There teams to have bean toss dele? in repeating, and the action 
is dttB for reply by ^February cast. 

Presumably tba tana for reply is abort because the action ia essentially a 
pra]lminary o m, l can deti vita tM licit two objections because the 
title depends on ths overall aoopa of the claims and tfi* espreaetoa 'basic 
ccjoponaat' ia not unreasonable in the content. 

The sain problem is the restriction reqmre nsnt, which we have had to feea 
In t number of countries bet which l would Iwva thought would not causa 
such difficulty in Canada. I suggest we should argue against raatriotlon 
but it say be desirable to file fresh claim in which independent claims 
to the two steps of the total process and a dependant claim to tha 
combined process are than followed cy a single aeries of subsiduy claims 
vita appropriate dependencies. 

Floats let sis have your instructions. Out Canadian wawiataa apologia* 
for the delay in reposting the ectioa end offer to me a 'holding 
amendment 1 in the event that they do not receive instructions in time. 
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